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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 22 
December 2005 has been entered. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's arguments filed 22 December 2005 have been fully considered but 
they are not persuasive. 

3. The applicant argued in substance the newly added limitations of claims 15-21 
and the newly added claim 22. However, the cited references teach these limitations. 
See rejections below. 

4. The applicant furthermore argued that Tomat fails to teach the invention of claim 
15 which receives scanned image data and determines how to open the scanned image 
data after it is received. As pointed out by the examiner below in col. 8, lines 10-19, 
Tomat states that if the transport protocol is DCOM then a specific remote application 
program is opened for the particular image file. Therefore any other program cannot 
open the file. The transport address specifies which program can open the scanned 
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image. Therefore there is a determination as to how to open the scanned image data 
after it is received. 

5. Moreover, the applicant argued that the computer system in Tomat includes the 
scanner. However, as pointed out in col. 6, line 52-col. 7, line 5, there are multiple 
computers on the network connected to the scanner thru a network interface. Therefore, 
the functionality of the scanner can be to any of the computers on the network since 
they can all receive data from the scanner. 

6. The applicant also argued that Tomat does not teach that the computer system 2 
(58, 60 and 63) stores a plurality of information indicating a plurality of file types and a 
plurality of application programs associated with the plurality of the file types, each of 
the plurality of the application programs being utilized for opening a document file 
associated with each of the plurality of the file types. The examiner points col. 5, lines 
53-62, wherein Tomat states, "Computer systems 58, 60 and 63 preferably execute 
similar operating systems and programs, namely operating systems 70 to 72 and file 
transport programs 74 to 76." Therefore Tomat teaches the invention as claimed. 

7. The applicant furthermore argued that Tomat fails to teach that the associated 
application program is determined and started for opening the received document file, at 
the remote side. The examiner points col. 14, lines 13-34, wherein Tomat describes 
selecting the application program among multiple application programs associated with 
the data that was sent from the scanner. 
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8. The applicant also argued that there is no motivation to combine Tomat and 
Shima. However, the motivation to combine these references are within the references 
as pointed out in the rejections. 

9. The examiner points out that the pending claims must be "given the broadest 
reasonable interpretation consistent with the specification" [In re Prater, 162 USPQ 541 
(CCPA 1969)] and "consistent with the interpretation that those skilled in the art would 
reach" [In re Cortright, 49 USPQ2d 1464 (Fed. Cir. 1999)]. In conclusion, upon taking 
the broadest reasonable interpretation of the claims, the cited references teach the 
invention as claimed. See rejections below. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 0. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

1 1 . Claims 15, 20, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated 
by Tomat (6,459,499). 

12. As per claims 15, 20, and 21, Tomat teaches a terminal apparatus, comprising: 
an interface configured to be connected to a scanner apparatus via a network (col. 6, 



line 52-col. 7, line 5); a memory configured to store a plurality of information indicating a 
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plurality of file types (col. 10, lines 25-34) and a plurality of application programs 
associated with the plurality of the file types, each of the plurality of the application 
programs being configured to open a document file associated with at least one of the 
plurality of the file types (col. 14, lines 13-34); and a controller configured to: receive, 
from the scanner apparatus, a control file including a file name (col. 8, lines 20-28); 
receive, from the scanner apparatus, a document file, the document file including image 
data scanned by the scanner apparatus (col. 4, lines 6-10); analyze the file name 
included in the received control file to obtain the file type of the received document file 
(col. 14, lines 13-34); determine the application program associated with the obtained 
file type from the plurality of the application programs stored in the memory (col. 8, lines 
10-19); and start the application program associated with the obtained file type to open 
the received document file (col. 1 1 , lines 45-58). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

1 . The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

2. Claims 16-19 and 22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Tomat as applied to claim 15 above, and further in view of Shima (2002/0004802). 

3. As per claim 16, Tomat teaches the mentioned limitations of claim 15 above but 
fails to teach a terminal apparatus, wherein the controller receives, from the scanner 
apparatus, the control file and the document file, according to a Lpr/Lpd protocol. 
However Shima teaches a terminal apparatus, wherein the controller receives, from the 
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scanner apparatus, the control file and the document file, according to a Lpr/Lpd 
protocol (see Shima, 167). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to modify Tomat to a terminal apparatus, wherein the 
controller receives, from the scanner apparatus, the control file and the document file, 
according to a Lpr/Lpd protocol in order to print a file using this specific protocol (see 
Shima, H 167). 

4. As per claim 17, Tomat teaches the mentioned limitations of claim 15 above but 
fails to teach a terminal apparatus, wherein the controller displays the image data 
included in the document file on a display of the terminal apparatus, in the form of 
thumbnail. However, Shima teaches a terminal apparatus, wherein the controller 
displays the image data included in the document file on a display of the terminal 
apparatus, in the form of thumbnail (see Shima, U 169). It would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Tomat to a 
terminal apparatus, wherein the controller displays the image data included in the 
document file on a display of the terminal apparatus, in the form of thumbnail in order to 
indicate a prediction result (prescan) before the formal image read is executed (see 
Shima, 130). 

5. As per claim 18, Tomat teaches the mentioned limitations of claim 15 above but 
fails to teach a terminal apparatus, wherein the memory stores a plurality of display 
states associated with the, wherein the plurality of the information indicating the plurality 
of the file types, and the controller displays the image data included in the document file 
on a display of the terminal apparatus, based on the display state associated with the 
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obtained file type. However, Shima teaches a terminal apparatus, wherein the memory 
stores a plurality of display states associated with the, wherein the plurality of the 
information indicating the plurality of the file types, and the controller displays the image 
data included in the document file on a display of the terminal apparatus, based on the 
display state associated with the obtained file type (see Shima, ^| 130-131). It would 
have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify Tomat to a terminal apparatus, wherein the memory stores a plurality of display 
states associated with the, wherein the plurality of the information indicating the plurality 
of the file types, and the controller displays the image data included in the document file 
on a display of the terminal apparatus, based on the display state associated with the 
obtained file type in order to give an operation instruction to another image information 
input-output unit (see Shima, 134). 

6. As per claim 19, Tomat and Shima teach the mentioned limitations of claim 15 
above but Tomat fails to teach a terminal apparatus, wherein the display state 
comprises displaying the image data in the form of a thumbnail. However, Shima 
teaches a terminal apparatus, wherein the display state comprises displaying the image 
data in the form of a thumbnail (see Shima, 1) 169). It would have been obvious to one 
having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify Tomat to a terminal 
apparatus, wherein the display state comprises displaying the image data in the form of 
a thumbnail in order to indicate a prediction result (prescan) before the formal image 
read is executed (see Shima, H 130). 
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7. As per claim 22, Tomat teaches the mentioned limitations of claim 15 above but 
fails to teach a terminal apparatus, wherein the interface is configured to be connectable 
to each of a plurality of scanner apparatuses via a network, and the controller is 
configured to receive, from one of the plurality of the scanner apparatuses, a control file 
including a file name and to receive, from the one of the plurality of the scanner 
apparatuses, a document file, the document file including image data scanned by the 
scanner apparatus. However, Shima teaches a terminal apparatus, wherein the 
interface is configured to be connectable to each of a plurality of scanner apparatuses 
via a network (see Shima, H 24), and the controller is configured to receive, from one of 
the plurality of the scanner apparatuses, a control file including a file name and to 
receive, from the one of the plurality of the scanner apparatuses, a document file, the 
document file including image data scanned by the scanner apparatus (see Shima, H 
131). It would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify Tomat to a terminal apparatus, wherein the interface is configured to 
be connectable to each of a plurality of scanner apparatuses via a network, and the 
controller is configured to receive, from one of the plurality of the scanner apparatuses, 
a control file including a file name and to receive, from the one of the plurality of the 
scanner apparatuses, a document file, the document file including image data scanned 
by the scanner apparatus in order to allow a user who uses retrieval information to 
specify control information and thus simply entering predetermined retrieval information 
registered in various units for performing various types of image information processing 
(see Shima, % 24). 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ranodhi Serrao whose telephone number is (571)272- 
7967. The examiner can normally be reached on 8:00-4:30pm, M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia can be reached on (571)272-3880. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published 
applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




